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The SC HISM of the Church of England Demos- 
"Tftrated in * Four Arguments, SC. "eas ; 


> "© TOM 


'The Definition of Schr/m. 


 Sehiſm is 'a Poluntary Separation {4 One Part from the 
- ' Whok, True, Viſible, | Hierarchical | CHURCH of 
CHRIST. | 


The Firſt Argument. 


VV Hoſoever - make a voluntary ſeparation of them- 
n ſelves from the whole, true, viſible Church of Chriſt, 
are Schiſmatiques 3 | 

But all:thoſe of the Engliſh Proteſtant party, make a vo- 


luntary ſeparation of themſelves from the whole true viſible 


, Church of Chriſt : | | | 
Therefore all thoſe of the Engliſh Proteſtant party are 
Schiſmatiques. ; | = 
The firſt Propoſition is evident, and granted by our Ad- 
-yerſaries when they allowed our Definition to be a rr 
Propoſition, We prove the ſecond Propoſition. - 
Whoſoeyer voluntarily ſeparate themſelves from all par- 
ticylar viſible Chriſtian Churches in the world of the ſame 
time with them, ' make voluntary ſeparation of themſelyes 
from the whole true viſible Church of Chriſt; 


But all thoſe who are of the Engfiſh Proteſtant party, vo- 


luntarily ſeparate themſelves from all the particular viſible 
-Chriſt:ian Churches in the world of the ſame time with them : 
Therefore all thoſe 'of the Englifh Proteſtant party make a 
qi ſeparation from the whole true viſible Church of 

- Chriſt. : 
The firſt Propofition is manifeſt : For in the extent of all 
the true viſible Chriſtian Was in the world, _ 
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be contained the whole true viſible Church of Chriſt, This- 
ſecond Propoſition we prove: 
Whoſcever voluntarily ſeparate themſelves fromthe. preſent 
Eaſtern andWeſtern Churches,and allChurches in theirCom- 
munion, voluntarily ſeparate themſelves from all the par.. 
ticular Chriſtian viſible. Churches in the world, of the ſame - 
time with them ;- | 
Bat all thoſe of the Engliſh Proteſtant-Party votuntarily, 
ſeparate themſelves from the preſent Eaſtera and. Weſtern 
Churches, and all Churches in their Communion :. 
Therefore all thoſe of the Engliſh Proteſtant party volun-- 
tarily ſeparate themſelves from all the particular viſible Chri- 
ſtian Churches in the world, of the ſame time with them.: 
The firſt Propofition is. certainly. true. For no Aſſembly or 
, Congregation of Chriſtians can be named ( which is not mg- 
1 | nifeſtly Heretical ) that is not contained in,this.Propoſition.. 
We prove. the ſecond by enumeration: | 

_ If they do not ſo ſeparate themſelves, let that Church ber 
nominated amonglt the forementioned, from which they do, 
not voluntarily ſeparate themſelves:. It is not (confeſſedly ) 
the Roman; for-they all profeſs themſelves not to-be of her> 
Communion : Nor the Greek, under obedience to the Patri-_ 
arch of Conſtantinople; for they-have as little dependance, or. 
agreement with that, either.in DoCtrine,. Subjettion, Diſci= 
| Pline, Rites, or Communion, as-they have.with.the Roman ;, 
b-- | aur Adyerſaries. producing but. four Points wherein, they. 

EY | ſcemed.to agree with Proteſtants againſt us ; and thole either. 

| | not of Faith, or clearly miſtaken, or not as. they.are contro-- 

| yerted betwixt us. And the .ſame reaſon proceeds of all. 
| Churches in actual Communion .with them. © Ergs, The ſe-. 
cond Propoſition is. true. : 

It will avail nothing to alledge here;that-Engliſh Proteſtants. 
communicate with many other Reformed: Churches beyond. 
Sea; for all thoſe are comprehended under our terms- the. 
Engliſh. Proteſtant Party; and. it Is as.cvident, that.cach:of. 

| | | | thoſe: 
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thoſe voluntarily ſeparate themſelves ſrom all other Chur= 
ches, as it is that theſe of Z-g/ard ſeparate. \ 

.- Neither will it excuſe them to ſay, that they. only refined- 
that Churcb, which they fourd corrupted and debiled ; which 
notwithſtanding remains ſtil] amongſt them the very1cme in 
ſubſtance that-it was-before. For it is evident, that all of 
them, whetherEngliſh or others, ſeparated themſelves frem all 
thoſe National.Churches and the Paſtors of them, who were 
in quiet poſleſſion of Chureh;.government ; immediately. be- 
fore they. begun; rejected in/all Copptries reſpeCively, where 
they entred, their Authority, diſpoſſeſſing them of their Sees 
and Cures,, intruding themlelves into their places, and; fa- 
thering tumultuouſly among themſelves particular Congre- 
gations and Conventicles, irſtituting -new and unheard of 
Rites and Ceremonies,” without, dependance of- any, 'who 
" were in. poſſefiion of Church-government 'immediately. be= 
fore them thropgh the whole. world: and all this as noto» 
riouſly, and undeniably, as any Schiſmatiques ever did be- 
fore their time: In all. which -particulars we appeal to the 
Hiſtorians on both parts, ,who have. writ the Records. os. 


theſe two laſt Ages. 
The Second. Argument. 

 Whoſoever adhere to Schiſmatical Paſtors ( as Schiſmati-- 
cal/is underſtood in our Definition } are Schiſmariquee.' 

' But all Engliſh Proteſtants adhere. to Schiſmatical. Paſtors; 
2s Schiſmatical is-underſtood in: our -Definition-: 

" Therefore all Engliſh Proteſtants are Schiſmatiques- 

The firſt propoſition.is evident. For thoſe being only ſuch - 
as ſeparate themſelves from the whole true viſible Church of 
Ehrilſt, all who adhere to them, muſt. alſo ſeparate with thim, 
and thereby become Schiſmatiques. The ſecond propolition> 
we prove. | 

Whoſoeyer adhere to.thoſe, who.are-ſucceſlively Ordained-: 
by: ſuch Schiſmatical Paſtors, , maintaining, the. ſame ee 

| | ___ whach:: 
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 wehiich they begun, adheret to Schiſmnatical Paſtors, as Schif.. 
-matical is underſtood in onr Definition; 

.- - But all Raga Pcoteſtants' adhere to thoſe, who were ſuc 
:cellive}pOrdained by ſuch Schi/matical Paſtors, maintaining 


ithe fame cauſe which they began-: 


Therefore all Engliſh Proteſtants adhere t6 Lchiſmartical 
iPaſtours, as- ſch;ſmarical, is underſtood in our Definition. 

The. firſt Propoſition needs no proof, as being clear ex 
errmyni3 1 Thie ſecond, viz, that thoſe, whom we-ſay were ſo 
Ordaned, maintain the fame cauſe, which was begun by thoſe 
who Ordained them; is alſo clear: it remains therefore only 
to prove, that they were Ordained ſucceſlively by Schiſma. 
tiques,-underſtood in the tenſe of our Definition : which we 
thus prove: + 
« Whoſoever adkere to thoſe, who wars ſaceellively Or- 
dained by' Matthew Parker, and the other” feſt®Proteſtane 
Biſhops of his time, adtire to thoſe, 'who' were ſucceſſively 
-Ordained by ſuch Schiſmatical Paſtors; 

But all 'Engliſh Proteſtants adhere to ſuch, -as were fuc- - 
ceſlively Ordained by Murthew Parker, and the firſt Proteſtans 
Biſhops of his time: \, 

Therefore all Engliſh Proteſtants adhere to thoſe,who1 were 


ſucceflively Ordained by ſuch ſchiſmatical Paſtors, 


The ſecond Propoſition is clear, and confeſſed by all ; We 
thus prove the firſk : 

If Martbew Parker, and the reſt were ſach ſchifinatical Pa: 
ſors, then whoſoever adhere tothbſe, who were Ordained 
by them, adhere to'thoſe who' were Ordained ſucceſlively by 
ſuch Schiſmatical Paſtors ; | 

But Matthew Parks”, and the reſt were ſuch Schiſmatical 
Paſtors: |! 

'Thersſore all thioſe, who adhere to thoſe, who were ſhe 
ceſſively Ordainedby'them,” adhere to thoſe wha were” Or 
-dained by ſuch Schiſmatical Paſtors. 

The firſt propofition- is clear : we prove the ſecond. 


 Whoſoevereither Poſſeſs the Sees and Offices of nf 
Is 
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Biſhops, thoſe lawful Biſhops yet living, or unite themſelves 
20 ſuch as poſleſs them, are ſuch ſchiſmarica] Paſtors ; 

© But Matthew Parker, and other firſt Proteſtant Biſhops of 
kis tine, either poſſeſt the Sees and Offices of lawſul Biſhops, . 
thoſe lawful Biſhops yet living, or united, themſelves to ſuch: 
as poſlelt them : go 

Therefore Matthew: Parker, and all the firſt Proteſtant 
Biſhops of his time, were ſuch ſchiſmatical Paſtors. - 

- The firſt propoſition is evideat of it {elf. ; The firſt: part 
of the ſecond -propoſition, That the Sees, &c, -of living Bi.__ 
ſhops were poſſeſt, and: that others. of theſe new : Biſhops * 
united themſelves to ſuch as polleſt them, is-alſo (clear, as-- 
matter of faCt, out of 'Srow, Speed, Cambaden, Maſon, Good- 
win, Fern, &'c. The ſecond part, -viz. that thoſe. living Bi-- 
ſhops were lawſul Biſhops; 'eyen-when they. were: deprived, 
we prove thus: - -.. (punt 4 ALS, Gt; 
- Whoſoevyer were once:lawful Biſhops, and never did any 
thing after, whereby :they became unlawful, remained ſtill 
lawful Biſhops; . _ | 
- But thoſe deprivedBiſhops were once 1awfal Biſhops, and - 
never did any. thing, after,. whereby they became unlawful: 
Therefore thoſe Biſhops remained ſtill lawful Biſhops. : 
* The firſt propoſition is evident. The firſt part of the ſe-- 
cond propoſition, viz. that they were once lawful Biſhops, . 
we prove thus : f NS 
. - No National Church can be a true particular: Church of. 
Chriſt, unleſs thoſe who have the. place of Biſhops in it be- 
lawful Biſhops ; | - | 
But the National Church of England in Queen Afaries 
time was a true particular Church of Chriſt ; 

"Therefore thoſe, who had the place of Biſhops in it, were 
lawfol Biſhops. New I fubſume, But thoſe, who had'then 
the place- of Biſhops in that Natioral- Church, were thoſe- 
deprived Biſhops : Ergo. 

The firſt propoſition is clear. For no true Charch can unite: 

i ſelf to unlawful Paſtors, The ſecond Propoſition is alto 


Clear Yr 


[6] 


:Elear from the confeſſion of our Ad verſaries, who grant, That | 


-the Church of Rome,''and all thoſe of her Communion are 
:true Charchies: of” 'Chrilk,, ' See Bramhal and 'Fern ypon this 
Subject 5 

Ve prove - now: the ſecond part 6f the fecond Propoſi- 
tion, 1hat thoſe Biſhops did nothing, whereby they be- 
came anlawful Biſhops. 

If choſe lawful Biſhops did any thing, whereby they be- 
came unlawful Biſhops, -it muſt be fuppofed to be 'that- for 
which theywere deprived ; ' 

- But thati for which they were deprived , did- -not make 
chem nnlawful Biſhops : 


[Therefore they did nothing, whereby they became un- | 


lawful Biſhops. 
The firſt.propoſition-ſeems- evident, For no prudent man 
can ſuppoſe, that they would deprive them; for-thar which 


made them not unlawful Biſhops, if they had been-convinced |' 


to have done any other thing which might make them un- 
Jawful Biſhops. The ſecond we prove: 

' All the reaſons; for which they were deprived; was refiſt- 
ing the; pretended Reformation, and- refuſing the Oath of Sy- 


 premacy 5 


But thoſe could not make them unlawful Biſhops : There- 
fore the cauſes, for which they-were deprived, could not 
make them unlawful Biſhops. 

\Thefirſt propoſition being matter of fact, [is witneſſed by 
Cambaen,” Goodwin, and others... The ſecond Propoſi Ition we 
prove thus : ' 

No.proceeding in practice, -according to the common 
Tenets, the holding whereof made them not unlawful Biſhops, 
can make.them unlawful Biſhops 

But reſifting the pretended | Reformation, and refuſi ing 
the Qath of Supremacy, was -ofly a proceeding! according 
£0 the common Tenets, the holding whereof made them 
Kot unlawful Biſhops.: 


There. 


| 
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: Therefore reſiſting that Reformation, and refuſing that 
Oath could not make. them unlawful Biſhops. "3 

The firſt propoſition is clear 1n it ſelf : For no man can 
be thought to become an unlawful Biſhop, v. g. by 


. [praying for the ſonls in Purgatory, - if the' holding that ſuch 


prayers are lawful, make him not an unlawful Biſhop ; and 
ſo-of the reſt. Oh 

The ſecond propoſition is alſo evident. For whilſt they 
were lawful Biſhops in Queen ares time, they held it a 


& | common neceſſary point of Religion to reſiſt that Reforma- 
' | tion, and refuſe that Oathof Supremacy. ? 


' Ifit ſhould be replied, that as the Queen had power to de- 
prive lawful temporal Officers at her pleaſure, ſo might ſhe 
alſo deprive at her pleaſure lawful Eccleſiaſtical Officers 
and Biſhops, as being no leſs chief Governour of the Church 
then of the Commonwealth'; we anſwer, even that admitted 
(not granted) yet this ſecond ſhe could not do : For-the 
Kings and Queens of Ezgland pretended only to ſucceed 
into thoſe prerogatives of Church-goverament, which the 
Pope'had before them, as is clear in King Henry the 8th. But 
the Pope himſelf had no power to diſpoſleſs a lawfu] Biſhop 
remaining a lawful Biſhop at his pleaſure; Therefore neither 
had the Queen any ſuch power. ; 


The Third Argument, 


. We prove in this Argument, by another medium, that 


Matthew- Parker and his, Aſſociates, and conſequently- all 
who adhered'to them, or adhere to their Succeiſors were 
and are Schiſmatiques, ſeparate: from the whole true viſible 
Church of Chriſt. REL 2 
Hatthew Parker was a Shiſmatique, voluntarily ſeparate 
from the whole true viſible Churck of.Chriſt - 
Therefore all thoſe, who were willingly conſecrated by him, 
and all their Succeſſors and Adherents, were ſuch Schiſma- 


Tiques. | | | 
| ? ; of The 


F 


« 
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. The Conſequence is clear, as appears in the former Ar- 
gument : The Antecedent we prove.. 2H, 
; Wholoever . was willingly conſecrated by Schiſmatiques, 
voluntarily ſeparate from the whole true viſible Church -of 
Chriſt, is himſelf a Schiſtharique, yoluntarily ſeparate from 
'the whole true viſible Church: of Chriſt ;.. a4 
But Matthew Parker was willingly conſecrated by Schiſ- 
matiques, voluntarily feparate ſrom the whole true vilible 
Church of Chriſt : WL, 7] 


_ :;Therefore Matthew:Parker: was a Schiſmatique, volunta- 


rily ſeparated from the whole true viſible Church of Chrift:; 
. The firſt ptopolition is already proved. For to be wil- 
lngly conſecrated by ſuch Schiſmatiques is ſchiſmatical, and 
24" ſeparating from the- whole true viſible Church of 
CI, «3 - 2k! FIT bat -£ Hed 276 
..-\The ſecond: propoſition we :prove, as matter of :faQt._; 
Goodwin in the different lives of Barlow, Coverdale, Seony, 


and-Hodgkins, who ' were: the Confecrators of ' Parker, ac- 
knowledges, that the three firſt were 'polleſt of the Sees 
-and Offices of. other Catholick Biſhops living. Barlow was 
-intruded into the place of Chrstopherſon; Biſhop of Chiceſttn, 


Dec. 20. 1559, and. elett to it, before he conſecrated Par- 


ker, as appears by the Queens Letters, Guliclme. Barlom, nunc 


Ciceſtrienſi eleo, Scory was put by King Edward the 6th 
into Day's place, then being Biſhop: of Chiceſter. Cover- 
dale into Yecey's place, by King Edward the 6th, Aug. 30. 


- 1551, .which-. B: Fecey was forced: to: reſign, as appears by 
| his\ being willing to be reſtor*d ( as he was afterwards } by 
Queen. Mary, * Hodghtns was only a Suftragan 5 but commu- 


nicated with, theſe three in this. Conſecration z. and there- 
by became Schiſmatique. | TG 


+: "The Fourth Argument. 


 Whoſoever ſubject themſelves unto theſe, as to-their Jaw- 
ful Paſtors, who have no true juriſdiction over them, —1 
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Schiſmatiques; But Engliſh Proteſtants, ever fince Qu, Z!s- 
- &cbech's time, have ſubjected themſelves to thoſe, as to their 
lawful Paſtors, who have no true juriſdiftion over. them : 
Therefore Engliſh Proteſtants, . ever, fince-Qu. Zlizabetb's 
time, are Schiſmatiques. ' 4 tri; of 1420 | 
- The firſt propolition is clear, from 1 Tim. 4. 3. where de- 
ſcribing Heretiques,@c.S. Paul ſays, Ad jua deſideria coaverua- 
bant ſbi MagiFtros, &c. according to their.own. fancies they 
ſhall heap up Teachers,or Maſters, that is, confufedly and tu- 
multuoufly;without power.or, authority. And from FRo.10.15. 
Quomodr predicabimnt, niſi mittantur? ' How ſhall they preach, 
unleſs they be ſent ? ,Eor their: adhering to ſuch, foreſts 
the rejetion of all thoſe who{are legally authorized: to go- 
vern them, which is formal Schiſm. : ++, SOT ABEP 
; The ſecond propdlitian; we prove by Enumeration. 
They couſd not; have true; Juriſdiction overithe particular 
Biſhopricks and Cures-of Exglind; neither by the. force of 
Orders which they receiv'd, ( if they {had any fuch ) for one 
may have true © rder without any: true Juriſdiction, , as ap- 
peats:in the-At-of K, Henry 8th, concerning Suffraggns, who 
| | had true Epiſcopal Ocder;-and yet; had: not Epiſcopal Juriſdi+- 
, | Rtion,as the Act-expreſly ſays, and-many are made Miniſters - 
- {ÞJ\ jn the Univerſities, - before they have any Juriſdiction. over - 
: any particular Pariſhes. Neither could they have it from 
thoſe who" conſecrated them; for never a one of them had i 
. | any themſelves, as beingeither Suffragans, or.not deſign d to 
F any See, or elected, and not;inveſted. Neither was there;then: 
7 any Primate-in Z21and to! giveit them. Neither. had they. 


it by general conſent. of the Biſhops of Zngland:;. ſor: they 
all reliſted. Neither would they. have it from. the;Pope, .os 
Patriarch of Conſtantinople ;,:nor wquld either of them.give : 
i*thew : Much leſs had they either from: a: Genera} :Gounz 
'£il; for that was againſt them: Nor from-the-peneval-Cons 
fent of Catholick Biſhops, either of 'the Eaſtern or Weftern | 
Church.; for all-oppos d:- them. , Neither did their fe!Jow- 
ſuperintendents: beyond Sea, or. equld they confer Juriſdidti-- 
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. Theſe themfelyes were.| Neither could'they haveit'from-the 


- natural, coming from the Holy Ghoſt, and above the reacl 


_— 


and adhering -w thenk as: their Jaw ful Biſhops und Paſtard 
- ae Formal Schiſmatiques, -; F41 NAS | 


—_ 


| { £o]] | | 
©i'\upon them 3 for they Were all as” void-of Jarifdidtion'a{} 
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Queen-of Parliament; for that' had: been an” heaping up of 
Texcberi to thenfel ves, '2 Tins, 4.-37 how Cited, - And-Ec&5 
cleſiaftical Juriſdittion being a Spirifua]Government, igdeL 
clared-1 Cor. r2.'38; tobe 4 ſupernatu#al gift, and InſtXation 
of God:in-his Church; © and ver.-6, -Propheſying, that is, thei 
Poiver.of Preaching, is 'detlared to be a Gifr. of the” Maly 
Ghoſt and'therefore areiabbve the politick power of Map 
frates of any! Cothmtonwealth.:2And 4F:'20,-28, theHolf 
Ghoſt is aid ts: appdinr' Biſhops ies govern: #he Cboareh' o 
God; 'and fo the: giving: Jufiſdiftion' to them muſt be ſuper' 


of politick Governors, And if 'Kings,” Queens,: 'ori!Parlias 
ments/ who uf&udder the ni ftber of 'Schofarvand Sabjety 
in!mattecs of 'Refigion,/could comitjunicateRoeleftaſtieall Jy 
riſdiction-to their 'Prelates;"the#7 wonld be: Governors" 
their Governots; and Maſters of theif Maſters, which -i 
quite: contcaty'to Yar.'r6; 2.4. Nor eſt-Di/cipulit ſupra Huai 
Siſtrum', The Diſcipleisnot-aboye his Maſter, 5-o. in ehoſ( 
things [wherein he! hig/Mafer;-whiellis here /4n Charly 
governinent.:'Avthefefore/bur Saviohr Fohi2ofand Hot $] 
lent his Apoſtles with -power of Governingand-Preachibg 
and the Apoſtles gave that Spiritual: Juriſdiction to 'othery 
whom tlicy-ſeat coders perciculay Provinces; andthoſe Ee 
cleſiaſtica} Perſons *offy 'nfrbapſt all Orthodox: Chriſtian 
ſtil}cominanteared che [iks2Jariſeirtion to ſorhers, both1 
the pritditive'and affer'ages 3" and©hever did aby' Catholel 
Pritsce,-or:State; pretend to confer Jutifdition- upon theb 
own' Biſhops, or Paſtors : {If is inoſt' manifeſt," that- weith 
Qu: AvV5£&abeth, nor her' PatHament,| had»any-ſuch' Power! 
And 'coafquently if follows froth this Enumeration 6f pi 
that tho B/Adb#h Biſhops ard Paltors had fi FarMictiof 
at all, ori#ny 6f theit''Sutteſldrs ;7 and therefore; That 


Engliſh Profeſtanrs; atttfbuting Tuch Juriſdidtistt eo'theng 


